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Reply to Office Action of June 1 , 2005 

peim a Pifftf ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-16, 18-26, and 29-32 were presented for examination and were 
pending in this application. In an Official Office Action dated June 1 2005, 
claims 1-16 18-26, and 29-32 were rejected. The Applicants thank the 
Examiner for examination of the claims pending in this application and address 
the Examiner's comments below. 

Applicants herein amend claims 1, 10, and 21 and no new claims are 
presently added. These changes are believed not to introduce new matter, and 
their entry is respectfully requested. The claims have been amended to expedrte 
the prosecution of the application. In making this amendment, Applicants have 
not and do not narrow the scope of the protection to which the Appl-cants 
oonsider the claimed invention to be entitled and do not concede that the subject 
matter of such claims were in fact disclosed or taught by the cited prior art. 
Rather, Applicants reserve the right to pursue such protection at a later point In 
time and merely seek to pursue protection for the subject matter presented .n 
this submission. 

Based on the above amendment and the following remarks, Applicants 
respectfully request that the Examiner reconsider all outstanding rejections and 
withdraw them. 

I. Deficiency in the Original Oath / Declaration 

The Applicants thank the Examiner for specifically identifying the 
deficiency in the Declaration submitted under 37 CFR 1.63. The Applicants 
acknowledge that the Declaration as submitted apparently contains a minor 
deficiency in that it states, "We acknowledge the duty to disclose Informafon 
which is material to the examination of this application in accordance with Title 
37 Code of Federal Regulations, §1 .56(a)." The Examiner is correct that the 
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toplicants' declaration of their duty to disclose should more correctly be in 

37 CFR 1.56 ihaead of 37 CRF 1.56(a). The Applies,,* regret 
this oversight and apologize for inconveniencing the Examiner. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that mis deficiency is minor and is setf- 
evidently cured by the remainder of the Declaration. In the currency signed 

his or her belief to be a firs, and original inventor and edrnowtedges h,s duty to 
aldose infomtabon materia, to the Apples patentab^. Certainty as ^l 
the inventors have signed the Decfcration «hey acKnowledgelhey are ,nd.v.duds 
associated with the Sling of the application and possess a duty to dsdose 
information materia, to the patentable of the application as described .n secbon 
(c). Likewise section (b) arguably acts to M the duty by excluding cumulate 
information and thenrfbre the deflciency actually places a broader duty on the 
Applicants. As the Dedaration is signed by the inventor, section (d) arguably 
does not apply, nordoes secUon (e>. as this is not a conHnuafcrt-in-part 
applfcabon. in .*ht of these remar.ts.1he Applicant respectfully r^estthat*. 
eLriner exercise his authority and waive the deficiency as Indicated ,n secbon 
602.03 of the MPEP. 

IL 35 U.S.C. §102 Anticipation Rejection of Claims 
Claims 1-16 18-26. and 29-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kapczynsk, et ai.. "Merisei Technical Deployment." 1999 
("Kapczynski et al."). Applicants respectively traverse these rejections .n hght of 
the following remarks and respectfully request reconsideration. 
MPEP §2131 provides: 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth 
in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, .n 
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a single prior art reference.- Verdegall Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of 
CsMomia. 814 F2o 628, 631, 2 U.S.P.Q.2d 1051, 1053(Fed. 
Cir1987) The identjcel invention must be shown m as 
complete detail as contained in the claim." Rlchxdson v. Suzuki 
Motor CO., 868 F.2d 1226, 1236, 9 U.S.P.Q.2d 1913. 1920 (Fed. 
Cir. 1989). 

The claims as currently amended recite features lacking in the applied 
references. For example, independent claim 1 now recites, among other things, 
■maintaining permanent and session applied data persistent abuser 
request boundary within a single user session." In response to Apptonta 
remarks of March 16, 2005, the Examiner cites Figure 1 of Kapczynsk, et al. and 
states that 'Who Rgure shows the funrfona, supports to handle • ~ •"»" 
including -Interne, Explorer-. "Netscape Navigator." "WebTST, tandjthe ob,ecte ,n 
the NT server such as COM objects." The Examiner continues by pointing out 
that terms such as "Internet Explorer, -Netscape Navigator", and "WebTV . 
present a computer mat includes persistent storage." and the COM ob)eot are 
known as including Objed Persistence.- Finally the Examiner relies on a 
statement in Kapczynsk! et al. mat a "singte user session may occur across both 

servers." Kapczynski et al., page 19. 

The Examiner's interpretation of Kapczynski et al. is overly broad and 
improperly applied. Kapczynski et al. appears to discuss a single user session 
with respect to *e importing of .og files. Kapczynski et al. states on page 1 9 that 
* W he log tiles from both Web Servers should be imported at the same time for a 
particular day (or set of days). However, a single user's session may occur 
across both servers. In this case, the importing process analyzes al. files from a 
particulardayasonesetofdata." Kapczynski et al. page 19. Kapczynsk, et al. 
does not disclose "maintaining permanent and session appl.cat.on data 
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percent acmss user ^ boundaries wlddn a single user seW" as 
recited ,n da™ 1 . Main.ain.ng permanent and saas.cn applrcabon date w*m 
single user session is not equivalent to importing .og files from a angle user 
JLn. Tna Examiner genertcalV *PP«~ *e terms -single usar session to a 
scenario that has no application to tha Applied inventor, Tha 
invendon provides an appiicadon piadorm having a sa, of featores and serv,ees 
L^nad to faditete «h. development and usa of harass applications usaabte 
I If pla«omi mat supports Server-Side Presentation U»gic. Kapoks* a, ai. 
do^otdisctesesuchapladom,. Furtharmora. ma Appilcants rrwentrc n 
provldesfuncdonaldy beyond logging- as suggested by Kapczynsk. et al. The 
Applicants- invention provides a generic mechanism that can be used by 
applications to access data in a coherent way. 

TheApplicanteMnventionlspWoimind^afldari. Kapezynsk. et al. 

appear* to disclose onjy a Windows centric platform. This difference ,s 
sLflcant Furthemwe. the Applicante' invention provides an interface to pkig 
in d-dferent bacKend repositories and ateo .he abaction of tha date layer. As a 
result, the commerce software running on top of backerrd reposttory Is free of 
considering what the underlying repository Is while still functioning property. 
Thus the Applicants' invendon increases available options for commerce 
software applications. Tha Applicants' invendon provides a hierarchical structure 
for contiguradon infomradcn with the Inheritance support from the commerce 
appiicadon platform. The requirements set forth in claim 1 and those that are 
disclosed in Kapezynskr at al. are not equal. 

■A claim is anticipated only If each and every element as set forth in the 
daim is found, either expressly or inherently, in a single prior art reference.- 
MPEP §2131 . Kapczynskl et al. does not anticipate each and every element as 
currently set forth In claim 1 either expressly or inherendy. Accordrngly. tea 
Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection and allowance of 
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daiml. Claim 2-9 depend (ton, claim 1 and, for at leas, the same reasons, are 

not anticipated by Kapezynskl et al. 

Claims 10 and 21 are no, arreted by Kapczynsld e. al. for at leaet .be 
sam ereasons.hatclaim1 * no. arreted by KapczynsKi et a.. a-™"" 1 * 
and 18-20 depend from daim 10 and are no. anticipated by Kapczynsk, et a!, tor 
at teas, me same reasons. Claims 22-26 and 2W2 depend from da,m 21 and 
are also no. anUdpated Py Kapezynskl et al. for a. leas. the earn, i reasons. 

,n view of alt of the above, me claims are now believed to be allowable 
and «te case in condHon for altowance which action is respectfully requested. 
Should me Examiner be of the opinion the. a telephone conference woukV 
expedite *. presecu«on of ihis case, .ha Examiner is requested to contact 
Applicants' attorney at the telephone number listed below. 

No fee is believed due for this submittal. However, any fee deficiency 
associated with mis submittal may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-1 123. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Jzk • 20 ^ MTchSl C. Martensen, No. 4b,aui 

Hogan & Hartson up 
One Tabor Center 
1200 17th Street. Suite 1500 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
(719) 448-5910 Tel 
(303) 899-7333 Fax 
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